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They tacitly grant that the antecedent improbability
of miracles is at least so great that it can only be
overcome by the strongest and most overpowering
evidence; that second-best evidence does not even
tend to prove them ; that they are absolutely incredi-
ble up to the very moment that all doubt is decisively
set at rest; that there can be no degrees of proof, no
incipient and accumulating arguments to recommend
them; that no relentings of mind or suspense of judg-
ment is justifiable, as various fainter evidences are
found to conspire in their favour; that they may be
scorned as fictions, if they are not to be venerated as
truths,.

69.  It looks like a mere truism to say that a fact is
not disproved, because it is not proved ; ten thousand
occurrences are ever passing, which leave no record
behind them, and do not cease to have been because
they are forgotten.   Yet Bishop Douglas, in his de-
fence of the New Testament Miracles in answer to
Hume, certainly assumes that no miracle is true which
J^as not been proved so, or that it is safe to treat all
Jftfracles as false which are not recommended by evi-
"cfence as strong as that which is adducible for the

Miracles of Scripture.

70.  In estimating statements of fact, it is usual to ,
allow that various occurrences may be all true, which
rest upon yery different degrees of evidence.    It does
not prove that this passage of history is false and the
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